The COMMITTEE appointed to enquire who 
was die Author of the Pamphlet, intituled, “ Thoughts 
“ on the Englijh Government — add relied to the Quiet 
“ Good Senfe of the People of England ; in a Series of 
“ Letters — Letter the Firft, on the National Char after 
“ of Englijhmen — The Nature of the Englifh Government 
“ — The Corruptions cauj'ed in both by the Introduftion of 
“ French Principles — The EJefts produced by the Refor- 
“ illation and the Revolution upon Political Principles — The 
“ Conduft of the JVhig Party — The Char after of the m:- 
“ dern Democrats — London, Printed for J. Owen, N* 
“ 168, Piccadilly — 17951” and who were empowered 
to report dieir Proceedings, from Time to Time, to the 
Houfe ; have, purfuant to the Order of the Iloule, en- 
quired into the Matter to them referred, and agreed upon 
the following Report. 



Mr. JOHN OWEN being examined, faid. That he is 
a Bookfeiler, and lives in Piccadilly. 

And being allced, If he knew a Publication, intituled, “ Thoughts 
“ on the Englilh Government?” he replied. Yes; his Name was 
figned to it. 

After this Declaration, Mr. Owen d-cline.l giving any further 
Information to your Committee, on the Plea that it might tend to 
criminate himfelf. 

And being finally allced. Whether he perfifted in refufing to 
anfwer any Queftions the Committee might put to him ? he re- 
plied, Yes. 



Mr. J O HIT LAKE being examined, faid, That he knows Mr-. 
Wright, the Printer, i:i Peterborough Court, a: alfo Mr. Strict and 
Mr. Stamp. 

A And 
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And being afked, Whether he ever heard thefe Pcrfons fpeak of 
a Pamphlet, intituled, “ Thoughts on the Englilh Government r” 
he faid. Pie had. 

And being alked, Whether he ever heard them fpeak of the 
Author of the Pamphlet ? he faid. Yes ; and that he heard Mr. 
M'Dowall’s Brother acknowledge that he compofed the Prefs for 
the Pamphlet, particularly thofe Parts which have been deemed 
libellous by the Houfe of Commons ; and alfo that Mr. Reeves had 
been backwards and forwards at the Office, and the Pamphlet was 
commonly known throughout the Office by the Name of Mr. 
Reeves’s Pamphlet. — That Mr. Wright, the Printer, was commif- 
fioned by Mr. Reeves to get a Perfon to publifh the laid Pamphlet ; 
and in confequence Mr. Wright applied to feveral Booklellers, who 
refufed to publifh it, Mr. Wright refilling to give up the Author; 
and Mr. Owen, in Piccadilly, undertook to publifh it, and Mr. 
Wright’s Porter delivered it, by the Name of Mr. Reeves’s Pam- 
phlet, to Mr. Owen ; and the Witnefs thinks Mr. M e Do wall’s Bro- 
ther faid, that Mr. Reeves made fonje Interlineations at his Frame, 
while compofing, and that Mr. Reeves generally corrected the Prefs. 



Mr. CHARLES M c DOWALL being examined, faid. That 
he is Compofitor to Mr. Wright. That he recolledts the Pamphlet, 
intituled, “ Thoughts on the Englifh Government,” being printed 
at his Office. 

And being afked. Whether the Prefs was corredted during the 
printing of the Pamphlet from the Manufcript Sheets ? he faid, It 
was. 

And being afked. What Perfons he faw fuperintending the Prefs, 
and corredling the Proofs?' he replied. No one, but Mr. Reeves. 

And being afked, If he knew Mr. Reeves by Sight? he laid. 
Yes; he lives in Cecil Street. 

And being afked. Whether he faw Mr. Reeves frequently during 
the printing of the Pamphlet, fuperintending the Work? he faid. 
Yes. 

And being afked, If he ever faw Mr. Reeves write on or corredt 
any of the Proofs? he faid. He was not certain. 

And bring afked, Whether he ever fpoke to Mr. Reeves at 
Mr. W right’s ? he faid, Yes ; frequently. 

And being afked, Whether Mr. Reeves's Conduct at Mr. 
Wright’s was fuch as to lead the Witnefs to believe him to be 
the Author of the Pamphlet? he replied. Yes. 

And being afked. Whether he knew the Hand-writing of Mr. 
Reeves? he faid. Yes; the Hand- writing that goes for his. 

And 
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And being afked, Was the Hand* writing of this Para phlet, in 
his Opinion, the fame as the Hand-writing that goes for Mr. 
Reeves’s? he faid, Yes. 



WILLIAM AUGUSTUS MILES, Efquire, being examined, 
was afked, Whether he has any, and what Reafon, to know who is 
the Author of the Pamphlet, intituled, “ Thoughts on the Eng- 
“ lifh Government ?” he faid, Yes. In the firlt Infrance, from 
Mr. Owen’s having prefented it to him as Mr. Reeves’s Pamphlet ; 
and in the Courl'e of a few Hours afterwards, meeting Mr. Reeves 
turning out of the Treafury, he (the Witnefs) informed him, that 
he had received a Pamphlet written by him. Mr. Reeves afked 
him the Title. He told him. — Mr. Reeves then enquired, if John 
Owen had informed him, that he (Mr. Reeves) was the Author. 
From Delicacy to the Bookfeller, he faid. No; but the Secret 
was revealed by a Printer’s Man, who, by Mr. Owen’s Declaration, 
he underftood to be Mr. Wright’s Man. — Mr. Reeves then ear- 
neftly recommended him to read the Pamphlet ; and to the beft 
of his Recollection, Mr. Reeves defired him to let him know 
what he thought of it. — That the Witnefs, on his Return, read it, 
and found the following Paffage : 

" In fine, the Government of England is a Monarchy ; the Mo- 
“ narchy is the ancient Stock from which have fprung thofe goodly 
“ Branches of the Legiflature, the Lords and Commons, that at 
“ the fame Time give Ornament to the Tree, and afford Shelter to 
“ thofe who feelc Protection under it. But thefe are ftill only 
“ Branches, and derive their Origin and their Nutriment from 
“ their common Parent; they may be lopped off, and the Tree is 
“ a Tree ftill ; fhorn indeed of its Honours, but not like them caft 
“ into the Fire. The Kingly Government may go on, in all its 
Cf Functions, without Lords or Commons,” fo repugnant to the 
Principles of the Revolution of 1688, that the Witnefs immediately 
fent a Tranfcript of it to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, ac- 
companied by a Letter ; and on the Morning following the Wit- 
nefs wrote a Letter to Mr. Reeves ; a Copy of which Letter was 
delivered in to the Committee, and read, the Witnefs requefling 
it might Hand a Part of his Examination ; and is as follows : 

( 

“ Pall Mall, November 6, 1795. 

“ I have read your Pamphlet, Sir, with equal Attention and Con- 
■** cern ; with Attention, becaufe you recommended it ftrongly to 
my Perufal, and with Concern, becaufe I was hurt that any Man, 

. acquainted with the Princioles of the Englifh Conftitution, 

“ fhould 
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“ iliould hive the Indifcretion or Effrontery to mifreprefent them 
“ in a Manner Co very grofs and unpardonable. — Such Writings 
“ tend to bring Monarchy much me re into Difrepute than the 
“ Harangues of Mr. Thelwall and C ; and Monarchy in this 
“ Country does not require to be luftiined by Trick and Contri- 
“ vance ; it has the Support of ILcafon, Policy, and Experience. 

“ The Nonfenfe and Fall! roods of Writers, who only prove their 
“ Ignorance or Servility, will endanger it ; and if iny Advice tliould 
be a Iked, I would ferioufly recommend you to defend the Excel- 
“ lencies of uur Conftitution by its Excellencies — for they plead 
“ far more eloquently in his Favour, than either your Writings or 
“ thole of Mr. Burke. The Misfor tune is, that you confound the 
“ Abufes of Government with the Government itl'df j and having 
" by fiir a much greater and more decided Jntercft in the Prefer- 
vation of the one than of the other, your Anxiety for the latter 
“ is merely a Contingency on the former, and becomes a mere fe- 
“ condary Confideration. I will tell you very candidly, that I 
<f thought you were going greater Lengths than either Fadts or 
“ Policy warranted, in November 1792 ; and I am inclined to 
“ believe, tlut your prefen t Labours are more likely to do Mile hid 
“ than Gc od. What you have (aid in Pages 1 2 and 13, would, in 
“ the Reign cf George the Firft, have fent you to the Pillory; and 
“ if Ministers difeharge their Duty, they mu ft difecurage the Pub- 
“ lication in Queftion — for it is no lefs incumbent on them to dil- 
“ countenance Attacks on the Conftitution from one Defcription of 
“ Men than from another. Whether it is allailed by the intem- 
“ peratc Zeal of Royalifts or Republicans, it ought to be defended ; 
*' ter it has equal Danger to apprehend frum the extravagant 
“ Prctenfions of the one and tlie rancorous Animofity c-f the 
“ other, and as an Individual interefted in its PrcfL-rvaticn, I will 
“ oppnfe, coute qu'il coute, any Innovation on the Part of the 
“ Crown, as vehemently as I wou.d on the Part of Democracy ; 
“ and if you held the Bleflings of a free Conftitution in as much 
“ Reverence, and the Smiles of Lord Hawkelbury as cheap, as I 
4i do, your Name would not be fo generally detefted, and the Part 
“ that you would have taken in thole Political Quellions which 
“ unhappily divide us, would have been much more to your Cre- 
“ dir, tho* not fo lucrative . — 1 fl*ou d not have Paid thus much, if 
“ you had not prafltd me to read a Pamphlet that is very ill cal- 
“ cuLteu to allay the Fenr.ent in Men’s Minds, and which I con- 
c ‘ ftdtr as a Libel on the Conftitution — injurious to the Intercfts 
“ and to the Dignity of the Crown, and an Inl'ult co that Good 
“ Scnie to winch you have appealed — I have only to add, that I 

“ 11 jail 
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ihall moft cordially rejoice when thefe Difputes are at an End, and 
when Queftions of this Nature ceaie to animate our Converfa- 
tions, and to four Men’s Dilpofitions towards each other — fuch 
Queftions cannot benefit the Caule you with to ferve, but they 
may ruin it ; and it well behoves you, Sir, to pauj'e and think ! 

<e I am, &c.” 



To John Reeves, Efq; 

“ Cecil Street, Strand.” 



And the Witnefs being afked, Whether he received any Anl'wer 
from Mr. Reeves, difavowing his being the Author of the Pam- 
phlet? He faid. He did not. 

And being afked, If he has any Reafon to know that Mr. 
Reeves received the Letter? He replied, Yes; from Mr. Reeves’s 
having expofed it to Mr. Wright, in Conlequence of a Paragraph 
in the Morning Chronicle of the 9th Inftant, in which the offen- 
five Extract was included; in Conlequence of which Mr. Wright 
came to Mr. Owen, and found Fault with him for having acculed 
Mr. Reeves of being the Author, informing Owen that he (the 
Witnefs) muff have lent that Extract to the Morning Chronicle ; 
in confequence of which the Witnefs wrote to Mr. Reeves a Let- 
ter, of which die following is a Copy; which was read; viz. 

“ Sir, " Pall Mall, Nov. 11, 1795. 

“ Your Printer has infinuated, that the libellous Extract from 
ec your Pamphlet, which appeared in the Morning Chronicle on the 
“ 9th Inftant, was fent by me, and he draws that Conclufion from 
“ having feen the private Letter that I addrefied to you on that 
“ Subject, the 6th Inftant. It is merely to refute a Falfhood, 
•“ which may be the Foundation of much Calumny and Mifre- 
“ prelentation, that I afl'ure you I was perfectly ignorant of the 
“ Extrait, or any Comment cn it, having been lent to any of the 
“ Public Prints. — It is however incumbent on me to -add, that I 
“ perfectly approve of the Expofure, from the full Conviftion I 
“ have, that luch Doitrines have a direit Tendency to Mifchief, 
“ and to alienate the Affedtions of the People from His Majefty 
“ and His Government. As you have judged it expedient to 
“ expofe my Correfpondence in Part, I call on your Candour to 
“ produce the Whole, of it, or I Ihall be under the Neceffity of 
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•« fending Copies of my Letter to the different Papers in Defence 
“ of mylelf. 

“ I am, Sir, 

" Your humble Servant, 



“ To John Reeves, Efq; “ W m Miles.'’ 

“ Cecil Street. 



And being afked, Whether he ever heard Mr. Reeves give any 
Directions refpeding the Circulation of this Pamphlet? he re- 
plied. On Saturday the 2 1 ft Inftant, Mr. Reeves came into Mr. 
Owen's Shop, and enquired how the Pamphlet attributed to him 
went off, or Words to that EfFeCt. Mr. Reeves then put One or- 
more Pamphlets in his Pocket, and, in the Witnefs’s Hearing, 
defired Six Copies of the Pamphlet in Queftion to be £ent to Lord 
Hawkefbury's Office. 



Mr. BENJAMIN HINTON being examined, faid, That he 
is Porter to Mr. Wright the Printer, and delivers out the Publica- 
tions. — That he remembers delivering out a Pamphlet, intituled, 
“ Thoughts on the Englifli Government.” — That he delivered it 
to Mr. Owen the Bookfeller in Piccadilly — That he had been 
printing an Addrefs from Mr. Reeves to the King — That when lie 
delivered the Pamphlet to Mr. Owen, he (the Witnefs^ faid it was 
Mr. Reeves’s Pamphlet — That he has feen Mr. Reeves come into 
Mr. Wright’s Printing Office — That he knovys Mr. Reevejj’s 
Perfon — As near as the Witnefs can guefs, the Pamphlet came into 
his Hands about a Fortnight ago; and before that he has feen Mr. 
Reeves at the Office feveral Times. 



Mr. THOMAS WRIGHT, a Printer, being examined, was . 
afked, Whether he knew the Author of the Pamphlet, intituled, . 
“ Thoughts on the Engliffi Government ?” He replied, he declined 
giving up the Name of the Author. 

And being afked. Upon what Principle he refufed to an- 
fwer the Queftion ? he laid, One of the hrft Leffons inculcated 
on a Printer upon his Initiation into his Profeffion is, that the 
Name of the Author of a Manufcript committed to his Care or 
Keeping is a moft facred Depofit, from which he is never to part 
without the AfTent or Permiffion of the Author, unlefs compelled 
by Public Juftice. 

And 
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And being alked, Whether he lhould think himfelf juftified in 
printing any Manufcript on any Political Subject brought to his 
Ofiicc ? he laid, No, by no Means; he would exercife that Judg- 
ment and Difcretion which he polTeiTes, in determining whedier 
it contained Matter of a libellous Nature, whether public or pri- 
vate, or any Thing that was againll what is called contra bonos 
Mores — That he has endeavoured to exercife that Judgment in all 
the Publications which he has been concerned in. 

And being alked. Whether he had read the Pamphlet in Quef- 
tion? he replied. Yes; and if he had feen any Thing he thought 
■objectionable he would not have printed it. 

And the Witnefs being alked, Would not the Authority of the 
Pcrfon bringing him a Work weigh with him as well as his pri- 
vate Judgment? he replied. The Authority of the Perfon bring- 
ing him a Work to print would weigh with him (as he believes it 
would with every other Printer) as well as his private Judg- 
ment. 

And being alked, Whether he had ever converfed with Mr. 
Reeves on the Subject of the Pamphlet in Queltion ? he laid, 
Yes. 

And being alked. Whether he meant to lay, that he had not 
converfed with Mr. Reeves for this Month pall, on the Subject 
of the Pamphlet? he laid. Not as the Author of it, to his Know- 
ledge, but as the Perfon who fuperintended the Correction of the 
Prels. 

And being alked, In what RefpeCt did Mr. Reeves fuperintend the 
■Correction of the Prefs? he faid, In correcting the Proofs, which 
he might do for a Friend. 

And being alked. When the Publication was printed, to what 
Publillier did he fend it ? he replied, To the Perfon whofe Name 
is at the Bottom of the Pamphlet. 

And being alked, Whether he did not know that Perfon was 
Mr Owen? he faid, Certainly, 

And being afked. By whofe Advice or Direction did be fend the 
Pamphlet to Mr. Owen ? he faid. By the Advice and Direction of 
no Perfon — it was his own doing entirely — he employed Mr. 
Owen. 

And being alked. Whether he had ever any Converfation with Mr. 
Reeves refpeCting Mr. Owen being thePublilher ? he faid. Not pre- 
vious to it; but as Mr. Reeves had corrected the Pamphlet, he nien- 
.tioned it to him as the Gentleman who had corrected the Pamphlet. 

And being alked. Had this Pamphlet not anfwered in Point of 
-Sale, from whom lhould he expeCt to be paid ? he faid. From no one ; 

the 
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tine Lofs would have been his own, and he underftands the Profit 
would alfo be his. 

And being aficed, From what Authority he underftood the Profit 
of this Pamphlet would have been his, if it fold well ? he replied, 
From the Gentleman from whom he received the Manufcript. 

And being aficed, Who was that Gentleman? he replied, The 
Gentleman who corredted the Pamphlet. 

And being aficed. Was not that Gentleman Mr. Reeves ? he an- 
fwered, He had laid that above. 

And the Evidence being read to the Witnefs, he was aficed. 
Whether he had any Explanation to add to the Anfwers he had al- 
ready given ? he laid. He had not. 



Mr. JOHN G1LLET being examined, and {hewn the Pamphlet, 
intituled, “ Thoughts on the Englifli Government,” he was aficed. 
Whether he had not heard Mr. Owen declare that Mr. Reeves 
was the Author of that Pamphlet? he replied. Yes, in his own 
"Shop frequently. 



Mr. THOMAS GILLET being examined, was aficed. Whe- 
ther he was not in Mr. Owen’s Shop, on or about Saturday the 2 ill 
November? he fa id, Yes. 

And being aficed to relate any Converfation he heard refpedting 
the Circulation of the Pamphlet, intituled, “ Thoughts on the 
“ Englifli Government?” he informed your Committee, That Mr. 
Reeves came into the Shop, and he faid to Mr Owen, “ Where is 
** this Pamphlet, that is aferibed to me.” — Mr. Owen pointed to 
the Pamphlet. — Mr. Reeves took one up, and doubled it, and put it 
in his Pocket, and aficed whether it had fold well — he then defired 
him to fend Half a Dozen to fome Perfon’s Office in Weftminfter, 
but he (the Witnefs) did not difKn&ly hear to whofe Office. 



Mr. STEPHEN JONES being examined, faid, He is employed 
in Mr. Wright’s Office as Overfecr in his Bi-finefs, and is Super- 
intender of all the Publicatiujis in his Office. 

Being {hewn the Pamphlet, intituled, “ Thoughts on the Eng- 
“ lifli Government,” he was aficed, Whether he luperintenuei th? 
Prog refs, through the Prefs, of that Pamphlet? he iaid. He 
did. 

And being aficed. Whether he corredted the Proofs? he faid. 
He did. 

And 
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And being alked, Whether he and he alone corrected the Proofs ? 
he faid. No — he corrected them in Conjunction with Mr. Wright. 
— Mr. Wright invariably corrected them the Firll or the Second 
Time — No Sheet went to the Prefs without his reading it. 

And being alked, Did no other Perfon fnperintend the correcting 
.the Prefs befides himfelf and Mr. Wright? he faid. Yes, there 
did. 

And being alked, Who was that Perfon? he faid, Mr. Reeves. 

And being alked, If he received Directions from any Perfon fu- 
perintending or correcting the Prefs of a Manufcript printed at his 
Houfe, fliould he think himfelf bound to attend to thole Directions, 
unlefs he confidered the Perfon giving them either as the Author 
or aCting for the Author? he faid. He fhould certainly not ; he 
: lhauld not liiffer any One Correction to be made under fuch Cir- 
. cumftances. 

And being alked. Whether he attended to any Direction or Cor- 
rection given to him in the Cafe of printing the Pamphlet in 
Queftion, from Mr. Reeves? he replied, Yes. 

Then, in Point of .FaCt, he was aiked. Did he conlider Mr. 
Reeves as the Author, or aCting for the Author ? he replied, Moft 
certainly. 

And being alked. Whether he has any Part of. the original Copy? 
he laid. He believes, there may be fome about the Houle. 

And being alked. If there are any Proof Sheets about the Houfe, 
corrected by Mr. Reeves ? he . faid. He is inclined to think there 
.are. 



Mr. WRIGHT being again examined, was alked. How long 
Mr. Jones had fuperintended his Bulinefs ? he faid. Four or Five 
Years. 

And being alked, Whether he had ever had Reafon to doubt of 
Mr. Jones’s Veracity or Accuracy ? he replied, That he never had 
the leaft Doubt of his Veracity or Accuracy. Then, 



Mr. JONES (having been directed by the Committee to en- 
deavour to-find the Proof Sheets alluded to in his Evidence) re- 
turned, and was again examined j and being alked. If he had fouffd 
any ofrthe Proof Sheets.? he replied, He had brought .the fir It he 
.could lay his Hands on. — They are not complete. 

Then the Witncfs produced the faid Sheets, and faid. That a 
few of the Alterations in the Margin may be his own, which would 
ibe .confined to Typographical Errata. That he cannot fpeak pofi- 
_C .tively 
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tively to all the others, but fome are Mr. Reeves’s, to the heft of 
liis Recoliedtion. 

And being afked, Whether he had not himlhlf feen Mr. Reeve3 
write upon fome One of the Papers now delivered in by him to 
the Committee ? he laid, He had feen Mr. Reeves make Altera- 
tions on certain of the Sheets, but he could not from Memory ftate 
which they are. 

And being afked, Whether he knew Mr. Reeves’s Hand- writing ? 
he faid. He thinks he does. 

He was then defired to look over the Proof Sheets delivered in 
by him, and point out what Notes or Obfervations are, to the beft 
of his Knowledge, Mr. Reeves’s Hand-writing. 

And Lhe Witnels having looked over the faid Sheets, he laid. He 
finds all the Pafiages now marked by him with a Crofs are, to the 
beft of his Belief, Mr. Reeves’s Hand-writing. 

And being again ailced, Whether he had not himfelf adtually 
feen Mr. Reeves in the Adt of marking the Proof Sheeis,.or fome 
of them, now delivered in by him ? he faid. He had. 

And being afked, In whole Hand- writing is the feparate 
Paper included in the Sheets delivered in by him, which feparate 
Paper appears to be Part of the Title of the faid Pamphlet ? he 
laid. He believed it to be Mr. Reeves’s. 

And being afked, Whether he has had Knowledge of Mr. 
Reeves printing other Publications at Mr. Wright’s Office? 
he replied. Yes, very many. He has been in the Habit, and had 
the Opportunity of knowing Mr. Reeves’s Hand- writing. 

And being afked, With-thofe Means and Opportunity of know- 
ing his Hand-writing, has the Witnels any Doubt that this fepa- 
rate Paper, and the Obfervations and Notes in the Sheets, are in 
Mr. Reeves’s Hand-writing ? he faid, He had not. 

And being afked, What Mr. Reeves is the Perfon referred to 
by him, as the Corredtor of the Proof Sheets, and Superinlender of 
the Publication of this Pamphlet ? he anfwered, Mr. .John Reeves, 
the Chairman of the Affociation for protedting Liberty and Eroperty 
againft Re-publicans and Levellers. 

The Evidence having been read over to the Witnefs, he was 
afked. Whether he had any Explanation or further Obfervation .to 
make upon it •? lie replied, He had not. — Then, 

Mr. WRIGHT was further examined, and afked. Whether he 
conceives Mr. Jones has a Right to fend out Proof Sheets or 
Pamphlets, without any diredt Communication with him? he 
faid. Yes ; he is in the Habit of doing fo, as well as all other Over- 
Jeers in Printing Offices. 

JAnd 
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And being aiked. From his Knowledge of Mr. Jones, does he 
fuppofe he would deliver any Proof Sheets, as from his Office, that 
were not printed there ? he laid, He Ihould fuppofe not. 

And being afked. If he ever knew an Inftance of his doing fo ? 
he replied, No. 

And being afked. Whether Mr. Jones has not an Authority, from 
his Situation with him, to deliver any Proof Sheets of Works 
printed at his (the Witnefs’s) Office, if required, without an im- 
mediate Application to him, the Witnefs ? he replied, He certainly 
has; no printing could go on without a Perfon in Mr. Jones's Si- 
tuation having that Power. 

Mr. WRIGHT being again examined, was afked. Whether 
he recolleCted a Converfation with Mr. Reeves on the Subject of 
fc. Letter received by Mr. Reeves from Mr. Miles ? he replied, Yes; 
and that Mr. Reeves had fhewn it him. 

Being fhewn the Proof Sheets delivered in by Mr. Jones, he 
was afked, If he knew whether the f cp/rate Paper, included therein, 
was Mr. Reeves’s Hand Writing? he laid. He believes it is; and 
that he is familiar with Mr. Reeves’s Hand- writing. 

And being afked. Whether he had feen Mr. Reeves fince his 
lafl: Examination by the Committee? he replied. Yes, and con- 
vened with him on the Subjedl of this Publication. 

And the Witnefs defired to add to his former Evidence, as the 
Committee had called on him to add any Explanation he thought 
proper — That Three or Four Proof Sheets had been fent to other 
Gentlemen, and fume Corrections received from them on the 
Proof Sheets ; particularly he can point out one in Page 7, and 
another in Page 12. — But on being ihevn the Correction in Page 
7, he admitted the Hand-writing to be Mr. Reeves’s, but from 
the Blacknels of it he iuppofes the Words to be traced over Writ- 
ing in Pencil — The Word “ active/’ in Page 12, he thought not to 
be Mr. Reeves’s Hand-writing. 

And the Witnels being aiked. Whether he meant that he had 
fent thefe Proofs to thole other Gentlemen; and received the Cor- 
rections back from them himfelf ? he anlwered, No — That lie only 
knew of them through Mr. Reeves, whom he luppolcd to have 
lent the Proofs, and that it was to Mr. Reeves they were returned, 
and he adopted the Corrections where he chole it. 

And being afked. Who the Perfon was that brought the Pam- 
phlet to him; he anfvvercd, The Perfon who corrected the Prefs — 
Mr. Reeves. 

And the Witnefs defired to arid. That as he had been afked on 
a former Examination, whether the Authority of the Perfon bring- 
D ‘ ing 
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ing him the Pamphlet would not weigh with him, as well as his 
own Judgment, on the Publication ; he meant to declare that the 
Authority of Mr. Reeves bringing him the Pamphlet in Queftion 
had operated with him as an Inducement to publifh it. 

And being afked, Whether he had not read the Manufcript? he 
anfwered. Only Parts of it. 

And being allied. Whether the Manufcript was not in the fame 
Hand-writing as the feparate Paper now fhewn to him, and 
which contains the Title of the faid Pamphlet? he laid. That to 
the beft of his Judgment and Recolledtion, fuch Parts as he had 
ieen were of the iaine Hand-writing. 

Mr. OWEN being further examined, and being (hewn a Paf- 
fage in Mr. Miles’s Evidence, he was afked, Whether he recol- 
lected receiving from Mr. Reeves the Directions therein Rated, to 
fend Six Copies of the Pamphlet in Queftion to Lord Kawlcef- 
bury’s Office; and whether he had executed thofe Directions ? he 
anfwered. He had ; that he had lent them, directed to Mr. Chal- 
mer, at Lord Hawkefbury’s Office. 

And being afked. To whofe Account he had charged them ? 
he faid, To Mr. Reeves. 

And Mr. Owen being now apprized of the Confcquences of the 
Anfwer he had made in his previous Examination refilling to 
anfwer any Queftions that might be put to him ; — the Witnefs 
begged Leave to retradt that Anfwer, and apologize to the Com- 
mitteej yet he ftill hoped the Committee would not prefs him to 
give up the Author, as, notwithftanding the Confellicn he had 
made of being the Publifher, he thought it might tend to criminate 
himfelf. 

And your Committee having, as they conceive, abundant Proof 
from the Body of Evidence already before them, did not examine 
the Witnefs further. 

And your Committee, conceiving any further Evidence refpedling 
the Perfon refponfible as Author or Publifher of ihe Pan uilet in 
Queftion wholly unneceflary, d'.d not proceed in the Exa -ination 
of many Pcrfons, whefe Teftimony they have Reafcn to believe 
would ftill further eftablifh the Facts ftated by the precec; g Wit- 
nefl'es. They have only to add, in Difcharge of the Duty commit- 
ted to them by the Houfe j viz. To enquire who was the Author 
of the Pamphlet, intituled, ‘ Thoughts on the Engli h Govern- 
* ment, &c.’ declared by the Iloufa to be “ a malicioi , fcandalou.% 
* c and feditious Libel, containing Matter tending to create Jealoufies 
“ and Divifions among His Majelty’s loyal Subjects ; to alienate tin ir- 

“ Affedtions 
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“ Aftedions from our prefent happy Form of Government, as efta- 
“ blifhed in King, Lords, and Commons j and to fubvert the true 
“ Principles df our free Conftitution j and that the faid Pamphlet 
is a high Breach of the Privileges of this Houfe 

That it appears to the Committee, That John Reeves, Efquire, 
of Cecil Street, in the Strand, is the Author, or has a&ed as the 
.Author, of the faid Publication. 
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•PROM THE 

COMMITTEE 

Appointed to enquire who was. the Author 
of the Pamphlet, 

INTITULED, 

“ 'Thoughts on the Englijh Government 
.&c. &c. 



Ordered to be printed \Ji December 1795. 
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